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DETAILED ACTION 
Status of Claims 

1. This action is in response to the ROE filed on 23 January 2006 and the amendment filed on 21 
December 2006. 

2. Claims 1, 26, and 31 have been amended. 

3. Claims 1-18, 26, 27, and 31-35 remain pending and have been examined. 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

4. Applicant's arguments received on 21 December 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. Refemng to the previous Office action, Examiner has cited relevant portions of 
the references as a means to illustrate the systems as taught by the prior art. As a means of 
providing further clarification as to what is taught by the references used in the first Office action, 
Examiner has expanded the teachings for comprehensibility while maintaining the same grounds 
of rejection of the claims, except as noted above in the section labeled "Status of Claims." This 
infonnation is intended to assist in illuminating the teachings of the references while providing 
evidence that establishes further support for the rejections of the claims. Applicant's arguments 
with respect to claims have been considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of 
rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which fomris the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious 
at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said 
subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention 
was made. 

Examiner's Note: The Examiner has pointed out particular references contained in the prior art 
of record within the body of this action for the convenience of the Applicant. Although the 
specified citations are representative of the teachings in the art and are applied to the specific 
limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply. Applicant, in 
preparing the response, should consider fully the entire reference as potentially teaching all or 
part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or 
disclosed by the Examiner. 

6. Claims 1-18, 26-27, 31-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 as being unpatentable Ryan (US 
5,513,260 A) in view of Hirai (US 6,839,503 B1) and further in view of Stefik (US 5,629,980 A). 

Claims 1,26, and 31: 

Ryan (See at least Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 30-65) discloses a means for 
reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there between for examining and controlling 
transfer (black boxes) substantially as claimed. The differences between the above and the claimed 
invention is the use of explicit control. It is noted that a committed content duplicator would 
control and examine files illicitly copied (and has done so since for at least a decade with the 
advent of peer to peer file sharing) and is therefore believed to be the functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. Ryan does not explicitly disclose copying digital data an optical medium. Hirai 
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(See. At least Figs. 1-2 and associated text) shows reproduction and recording means with system 
control and encryption/authentication. It would have been obvious to the person having ordinary skill in 
this art to provide a similar arrangement for Ryan because the control elements are conventional 
functional equivalents and between reproduction and recording selection and control must always 
exist. 

The combination of Ryan/Hirai does not disclose the newly-added limitation of wherein said 
usage space information indicates system information of said recording apparatus and said 
reproducing apparatus, ownership right information of said content data, fonvat information of said 
content data, and distributing profit infonvation obtained by the distribution of said content data. Stefik 
however, in at least Figure 15 as well as associated text does disclose the controlled copying of digital 
data in a digital rights management environment to include system in formation (items 1504, 1505, 
1506), ownership rights infomnation (items 1501-1503), fomriat of digital data (item 1506), and profit 
distribution (items 1517-1525). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to combine the cd recording system of Ryan/Hirai with Stefik's Digital Rights 
Management techniques because, "A fundamental issue facing the publishing and infomriation 
industries as they consider electronic publishing is how to prevent the unauthorized and 
unaccounted distribution or usage of electronically published materials. Electronically published 
materials are typically distributed in a digital form and recreated on a computer based system 
having the capability to recreate the materials. Audio and video recordings, software, books and 
multimedia works are all being electronically published. Companies in these industries receive 
royalties for each accounted for delivery of the materials, e.g. the sale of an audio CD at a retail 
outlet. Any unaccounted distribution of a work results in an unpaid royalty (e.g. copying the audio 
recording CD to another digital medium)" (Stefik: column 1, lines 10-24). 
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Claim 2: 

Regarding claim 2, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 30-65) disclose a means 
for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there between for examining and 
controlling transfer (black boxes) substantially as claimed. The differences between the above and the 
claimed invention is the use of explicit authentication control. It is noted that a committed content 
duplicator would control and examine files illicitly copied (and has done so since for at least a 
decade with the advent of peer to peer file sharing) and is therefore believed to be the functional 
equivalent of the claimed limitations. Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and recording means 
with system control and encryption/authentication. It would have been obvious to the person having 
ordinary skill in this art to provide a similar arrangement for Ryan because the control elements are 
conventional functional equivalents and between reproduction and recording selection and control 
must always exist. 

Claim 3: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 3, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 
9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 

Claim 4: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 4, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 9, 
lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 
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Claim 5: 

Regarding the enabling limitations claim 5, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, 
lines 30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction 
is enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 6: 

Regarding the enabling limitations claim 6, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 
30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there between 
for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction is enabled 
(that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed 
limitations. 

Claim 7: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 7, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption or authentication with copy prevention (See 
Col. 9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables 
illegal copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 

Claim 8: 

Regarding disabling limitations of daim 8, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See 
Col. 9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables 
illegal copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 
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Claim 9: 

Regarding the enabling limitations claim 9, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, 
lines 30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction is 
enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 10: 

Regarding the enabling limitations daim 10, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 
30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for dear text cd which reproduction 
is enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 11: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 11, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption or authentication with copy prevention (See 
Col . 9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables 
illegal copying) that is a functional equivalent of the daimed limitations. 

Claim 12: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 12. Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption^authentication with copy prevention (See Cof. 9, 
lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the daimed limitations. 
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Claim 13: 

Regarding the enabling limitations daim 13, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, 
lines 30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction 
is enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 14: 

Regarding the enabling limitations claim 14, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, 
lines 30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction is 
enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 15: 

Regarding disabling limitations of daim 15, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption or authentication with copy prevention (See 
Col. 9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables 
illegal copying) that is a functional equivalent of the daimed limitations. 

Claim 16: 

Regarding disabling limitations of daim 16, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 
9, lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the daimed limitations. 
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Claim 17: 

Regarding the enabling limitations claim 17, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 
30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there between 
for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction is enabled 
(that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed 
limitations. 

Claim 18: 

Regarding the enabling limitations daim 18, Ryan (See Fig. 1, Col. 1, lines 60-65, Col. 3, lines 
30-65) disclose a means for reproducing content (cd player), a recorder and means there 
between for examining and controlling transfer (black boxes) for clear text cd which reproduction 
is enabled (that is common to all cd duplication systems) that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 27: 

Regarding the encryption limitations daim 27, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication that is a functional equivalent 
of the claimed limitations. 

Claim 32: 

Regarding the encryption limitations claim 32, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication that is a functional equivalent of the 
claimed limitations. 

Claim 33: 

Regarding disabling limitations of daim 33, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 9, 
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lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the clainned limitations. 

Claim 34: 

Regarding disabling limitations of daim 34, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 9, 
lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 

Claim 35: 

Regarding disabling limitations of claim 35, Hirai (See Figs. 1-2) show reproduction and 
recording means with system control and encryption/authentication with copy prevention (See Col. 9, 
lines 55-65) (Note that each of the applied items of evidence prevents and thus disables illegal 
copying) that is a functional equivalent of the claimed limitations. 
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Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or concerning 
this communication or earlier communications from the Examiner should be directed to James A. 
Reagan whose telephone number is 571.272.6710. The Examiner can nomially be reached on 
Monday-Friday, 9:30am-5:00pm. If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the Examiner's supervisor, James Trammell can be reached at 571.272.6712. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Infomiation Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status infomiation for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more infomnation about the PAIR system, 
see http://portal.usDto.qov/external/portal/Dair . Should you have questions on access to the 
Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866.217.9197 (toll-free). 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 



or faxed to: 

571-273-8300 [Official communications. After Final communications labeled "Box AF"] 
571-273-8300 [Infomial/Dratt communications, labeled "PROPOSED" or "DRAFT"] 

Hand delivered responses should be brought to the United States Patent and 
Trademark Office Customer Service Window: 



Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 



Washington, D.C. 20231 



Randolph Building 



401 Dulany Street 



Alexandria, VA 22314. 



JAMES A, REAGAN 



Primary Examiner 



JAMESA.REAGW 

mmm examiner 
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30 June 2006 




